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E. 642 ; Craig v. Van Bebber, 100 Mo. 584 ; Englebert v. Troxell, 40 Neb. 195, 58 
N. W. 852 ; 42 Am. St. Rep. 665 ; 26 L. R. A. 177. The early cases requiring 
the return of the consideration, or its equivalent if wasted, are for the most 
part overruled or limited by more recent decisions. St. Louis etc. Ry. v. Hig- 
gins, 44 Ark. 293, overruling Bozeman v. Browning, 31 Ark. 364; Chandler 
v. Simmons, 97 Mass. 508; 93 Am. Dec. 117, not following Bartlett v. Cowles, 
15 Gray (Mass.) 445. Bullock v. S prowls, 93 Tex. 188, 47 L. R. A. 326, lim- 
iting the general language of Cmnmings v. Powell, 8 Tex. 81 ; Houston etc. 
Ry. v. Ferguson, 73 Tex. 349. Many jurisdictions still adopt the theory that 
a fair contract cannot be rescinded unless the adversary party is placed in 
statu quo, at least to the full extent of the benefit received by the infant. 
Adams v .Beall, 67 Md. 53 ; lohnson v. N. W. M. L. Ins. Co., 56 Minn. 372 ; 
59 N. W. 992; 45 Am. St. Rep. 473; 26 L R. A. 187; Hall v. Butterfield, 59 
N. H. 354 47 Am. St. Rep. 209; Rice v. Butler, 160 N. Y. 578, 55 N. E. 27s, 
73 Am. St. Rep. 703, 47 L. R. A. 303. While this theory seems in many 
cases to work out the ends of justice better than the theory that the adver- 
sary party need not be put in statu quo, the weight of authority is with 
the latter view. Diibe v. Beaudry, 150 Mass. 448; 6 L>. R. A. \<$>;Tucker v. 
M or eland, 10 Pet. 58; White v. Branch, 51 Ind. 210. 

Injunction — Interference With Police Supervision. — Plaintiffs were 
operators of moving picture shows in a city of the state of New York. By 
the New York penal code, "public shows" on Sunday are prohibited. The 
Supreme Court, Appellate Division, had decided that moving picture shows 
were not "public shows" within the meaning of the statute, but the police 
officers still interfered with the plaintiffs' Sunday performances. Plaintiffs 
now move for an order continuing a temporary injunction restraining the 
mayor and police from such interferences. Held, that, as the plaintiffs' acts 
had been declared lawful, the motion must be granted. Edwards et al. v. 
M'Clellan, Mayor, et al. (1909), 118 N. Y. Supp. 181. 

The readiness of the court to restrain the police officers in this case is 
noticeable because of the usual delicacy with which the courts have acted 
in interfering with such officials. The civil courts refrain from entering 
the field of the criminal courts (16 Am. & Eng. Ency. Law, p. 370, and cases), 
the only exceptions being in order to prevent a multiplicity of suits or to 
prevent the threatened destruction or impairment of property or property 
rights; 5 Pom. Eg. Jur. 635, Glucose Refining Co. v. City of Chicago, 138 
Fed. 209; United Traction Co. v. City of Watervliet, 71 N. Y. Supp. 977; 
Dobbins v. Los Angeles, 195 U. S. 223, (reversing 139 Cal. 179) ; Daly v. 
Elton, 195 U. S. 242, (reversing 139 Cal. 216) ; but not always in such cases 
have the courts recognized their power to interfere, Brown v City of Birming- 
ham, 140 Ala. 590, 37 So. 173; City Council of Montgomery v. West, 40 So. 
215, 146 Ala. 680. In many cases, though it appears the police officers have 
interfered with the plaintiff's business, the courts have failed to restrain 
them on the ground that the plaintiff had an adequate remedy at law : 
Gilbert v Mickle, 4 Sandf. Ch. 357; Finke v. Police Comr's. 66 How. Pr. 318; 
Prendorvill v. Kennedy, 34 How. Pr. 416; Kenny v. Martin, 32 N. Y. Supp. 
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1087. In this last case an injunction was denied to prevent the police from 
interfering with public billiard rooms kept open on Sunday notwithstanding 
that plaintiff had twice been arrested for the same offence and discharged 
on habeas corpus. It would seem that, if the validity of the act under which 
the officers were proceeding had not been determined, a court of equity 
could always look into the merits of the case, and at least grant a temporary 
injunction until the validity of the act had been determined. The court 
refused to consider the merits of the case in Delaney v. Flood, 183 N. Y. 323, 
in Am. St. Rep. 759, and in Olympic Athletic Club v. Speer, 29 Colo. 158, 
67 Pac. 161 ; but where the interfering acts of the officers have been declared 
illegal, as in the principal case, apparently a court may properly interfere. 

Insurance — "Actual Cash Value at the Time Loss Occurs." — Plain- 
tiff's cotton stored in Brooklyn, N. Y., was burned in the fire of June 8, 1905, 
during which fire about one-third of the cotton in the port of New York was 
destroyed, but that of the plaintiff was not burned until some time after the 
fire started (the exact moment is not ascertained). During the progress of 
the fire the actual and threatened loss caused a rise in the price of the com- 
modity. In an action on a fire insurance policy limiting the liability of the 
insurer to the "actual cash value of the property at the time the loss or dam- 
age occurs," the defendant contending that the price of the cotton at the time 
the fire started should be the measure of damages, Held, that the recovery 
should be at the enhanced value. Liverpool, London, & Globe Ins. Co. v. 
McFadden, (1909), — C. C. A., 3rd Cir. — , 170 Fed. 179. 

The writer has been able- to find no other statement of the law on the 
precise question as to what time is meant by the phrase, "the time the loss 
or damage occurs." This is probably because facts similar to those of this 
case are of rare occurrence. Although the insurer claimed that the peculiar 
facts made a decision for the insured unjust, it is believed that it may be 
justified on the well established theories that the fire insurance contract is 
one of indemnity, Vance, Law of Insurance, p. 52; Imperial Fire Ins. Co. 
v. Coos Co., 151 U. S. 452; Cross v. National Fire Ins. Co., 132 N. Y. 133; 
and that contracts of insurance shall be liberally construed in favor of the 
insured so as not to defeat his claim to idemnity. I CoolEy's Briefs on the 
Law of Insurance, 636; McMaster v. N. Y. Life Ins. Co., 183 U. S. 25. 
The insured merely obtained indemnity, for he would be forced to pay the 
increased price for cotton to replace that burned. 

Insurance — Effect of Condition Against Chattel Mortgages — Mort- 
gage on Part of Goods Only. — A fire insurance policy on certain household 
goods provided that the policy should be entirely void if the subject of the 
insurance should become incumbered by a chattel mortgage. In an action 
on the policy, held that a chattel mortgage on part of the goods did not 
vitiate the policy. Mecca Fire Insurance Co. of Waco v. Wilderspin, (1909), 
— Tex. Civ. App. — , 118 S. W. 1131. 

There is a conflict on the question as to whether a breach of condition 
as to part of the subject matter of the insurance contract will avoid the 



